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V.— PAUL'S EPISTLES COMPARED WITH ONE 

ANOTHER AND WITH THE EPISTLE 

TO THE HEBREWS. 

This paper makes no attempt to settle the authorship of the 
Epistle to the Hebrews. Various claims have been set up by- 
Church Fathers, critics, and scholars for Luke, Paul, Barnabas, 
Apollos, and others. I shall present none of these claims. By 
some insistent perversity the name of Paul has been attached 
to the letter until this good hour, altho modern scholarship 
overwhelmingly believes that Paul was not its author. Many 
questions are involved in the study of authorship: the date of 
composition, the place of composition, the people to whom it 
was written, the object for which it was written, etc. None of 
these questions will be discussed at the present time. Following 
up the suggestion that Paul's writings in some instances re- 
semble the letter to the Hebrews as much as they resemble others 
of his own letters, it is my pleasure to present a few facts 
observed and collected from various sources. (I include in this 
study all the letters generally assigned to Paul.) 

As I am in no sense trying to establish or disestablish the 
Pauline authorship, I pass over the external evidence or lack 
of evidence with this single statement from Westcott's Intro- 
duction to his edition of Hebrews, p. lxvi, in which he claims 
to give the three opinions current at the first appearance of 
the letter: "At Alexandria the Greek Epistle was held to be 
not directly but mediately St. Paul's, as either a free transla- 
tion of his words or a reproduction of his thoughts. In North 
Africa it was known to some extent as the work of Barnabas 
and acknowledged as a secondary authority. At Rome and in 
western Europe it was not included in the collection of the 
Epistles of St. Paul and had no Apostolic weight." For a long 
time the Eastern Church was much more favorably disposed 
toward the Pauline authorship than the Western Church, tho 
the West was not without advocates of Pauline authorship. As 
intimated, that advocacy still persists. 

Only a few points of internal evidence will be presented in 
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this paper, and they are not given to establish Paul's author- 
ship, but rather to prove that in regard to many individual ele- 
ments of style it was just as possible for Paul to have written 
Hebrews as it was for him to have written some of the letters 
assigned to him, if some of his other letters are taken as a 
standard for those particular constructions. 

Before presenting these facts, let me say in general that it is 
a difficult matter to compare Paul's works as a whole with any- 
thing, because each letter is a unit, written at a separate time, 
to a distinct church or person, for a distinct purpose, on a 
distinct subject, and therefore there need be no uniformity of 
practice in any single particular. This fact has been too gener- 
ally overlooked. One object of this paper is to emphasize it. 

VOCABULAKY. 

In speaking of Hebrews, Westcott says on p. xliv of his 
Introduction : " The language of the Epistle is both in vocabu- 
lary and style purer and more vigorous than that of any other 
book of the New Testament." "The vocabulary is singu- 
larly copious." But he is forced to add: "In the Pastoral 
Epistles, however, the proportion is still greater." Upon 
Thayer's list of "words peculiar to individual New Testament 
writers " I base my figures. Paul uses words peculiar to him- 
self an average of 6.62 to the page. The average number of 
words to the page peculiar to Hebrews is 8. When we com- 
pare Paul with Paul, we find only four to the page in his larger 
works, while his Pastoral Epistles show an average of 11 to the 
page. It is quite clear that the difference between 4 and 11, the 
low and high averages of Paul, is greater than the difference 
between 8, the average of Hebrews, and either 4 or 11, and much 
greater than between 8 and 6.62, the average of all Paul's works ; 
and there are probably greater discrepancies in Paul's individual 
letters. It is not fair, therefore, to deny the Pauline authorship 
of Hebrews upon the basis of the large use of words not found 
elsewhere. 

This analysis might be carried further and account taken of 
the distinction between different classes of peculiar words. In 
general, it is easily evident without a count that the words most 
commonly peculiar to Hebrews among the New Testament books 
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are those which are good Greek words found also in the Sep- 
tuagint. 

On p. xlvi of his Introduction Westcott says: "The 
absence of some words, e. g., irk-^pow, eiayyi\iov, oUoSopudv, 
inxrrrjpiov, avv is remarkable." He is referring to Hebrews. 
Over against this statement I desire to call attention to Paul's 
use of each word in the list just given. The Pauline itX-qpovv 
is not found in I Cor., I Thess., I Tim. or Philem. among the 
works of Paul; it occurs only once each in Gal., II Thess., II 
Tim., twice in II Cor., and from 4 to 6 times in Eom., Col., 
Phil., Eph. Certainly I Cor. is no less Paul's than Eom., 
even tho it lacks srA^pow. tvayylXiov is a common 

Pauline word, but here too there is great variety. Titus has 
no example of it ; there is one each in Philem. and I Tim. ; there 
are two each in Col. and II Thess. The short Phil, of 6 pp. 
has as many occurrences as the much longer Kom. of 26 pp. 
and more than either of the Cor. of 24 pp. and 17 pp. respect- 
ively. Phil, of 6 pp. and Gal. of 9 pp. together have as many 
as the two Cor., and I Thess. of 6 pp. has as many as I Cor. of 
24 pp. otKoSo/teiv is used 8 times by Paul, 5 of the 

occurrences being in I Cor., one each in Kom., Gal., I Thess., 
none in the rest of his letters including II Cor., which is almost 
as long as Hebrews. p.vo-TT)piov is lacking in half of 

Paul's letters, II Cor., Gal., Phil., I Thess., II Tim., Titus, 
Philem. <riv will be discussed under prepositions. 

Westcott continues : " The writer (of Hebrews) does not 
use Paul's rhetorical forms ri ofo>, ti ydp, dkX' Ipd ns, pt] yivoiro, 
apa oh, ovk o'Sare. On the other hand, we notice the peculiar 
phrases <!>? «ros dveiv, ek to Sn/v«Ke'«, iXa&ov £evLaavTe<; and the par- 
ticle o(9ev." 

Here again Paul must be compared with himself. His rheto- 
rical ti ovv occurs most often in Eom., 9 times, 4 times in I 
Cor., once in Gal., and nowhere else in his letters. The 

rhetorical ti ydp is found in Paul only 5 times, twice in I Cor., 
once each in Eom., II Cor., Phil. Paul uses his rhetorical 

expression, d\\' Ipel tis, just once, I Cor. 15. 35. py 

yevoiro occurs 10 times in Eom., once in I Cor., 3 times in 
Gal., and nowhere else in Paul. apa olv is found 8 times 

in Eom., once each in Gal., Eph., I Thess., II Thess., 12 in all 
the works of Paul. Paul uses ovk o'Sotc only in Eom., 
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once, and in I Cor. 10 times. The form olSa/uv is used by 
the author of Hebrews just as it is by other writers of the 
period. It is readily seen that these rhetorical forms are 

found in a bare majority of Paul's letters, mostly in Eom., and 
Gal., and I Cor. Only one of them appears in II Cor., and not 
one in Col. or the Pastoral Epistles. 

Of the expressions mentioned by Westcott as being peculiar 
to Hebrews, <k exos diriiv occurs once, Heb. 7. 9, the only 
occurrence in the New Testament; ek to Swjve/cc's is found only 
in Hebrews, once in chap. 7 and 3 times in chap. 10, always in 
connection with sacrifice or purification, an expression needed 
and expected in connection with the subject of the letter ; l\a6ov 
ievUravTii occurs just once, neither word being found elsewhere 
in Hebrews, and not at all in Paul ; 56ev appears 6 times in He- 
brews, 4 times in Matt., 3 times in Acts, and once each in Luke 
and I John. 

Sdev 6 times in Hebrews and not at all in Paul's letters sounds 
plausible to the scholars who claim that Paul could not have 
written Hebrews. I ask you to recall how freakish Paul can be. 
As above noted, he uses ovk otSare 10 times in I Cor. and only 
once in all his other letters ; he uses faj ylvono 10 times in Eom. 
and 4 times in the rest of his works ; he uses apa ovv 8 times in 
Eom. and 4 times elsewhere, ri ovv 9 times in Eom. and 5 times 
in other letters. If the author of Hebrews was not Paul, like 
Paul he occasionally took a fancy to an expression and made 
free use of it. 

Pabticles. 

Many other scholars beside Westcott refer to these expres- 
sions in arguing against the Pauline authorship of Hebrews. 
Dods in his Introduction to the Epistle in the Expositor's 
Greek Testament quotes from Eendall's Theology of Hebrew 
Christianity, who makes a "minute comparison of connecting 
particles, inasmuch as these determine the structure of sen- 
tences." He says : " Now in the Epistles of St. Paul « t« occurs 
50 times, elre 63 times, ttotc (in affirmative clauses) 19, eha 
(in enumerations) 6, el Se Kai 4, elirep 5, cktos el pvq 3, e'ye 4, 
l*r]irb><; 12, /jajKen 10, [nevovvye 3, lav 83, while none of these are 
found in the Epistle of Hebrews except lav, and that only once 
(or twice) except in quotations. On the other hand, 5$ev which 
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occurs 6 times and idmrep which occurs 3 times in the Epistle 
are never used by St. Paul." 

An analysis of these facts and figures shows that of the 50 
occurrences of etrts in Paul, 18 are found in I Cor. of 24 pp., 
only 3 in Rom. of 26 pp., and none in Col. of 6 pp., I Thess. of 
6 pp., II Tim. of 5 pp. Likewise most of the 63 or 64 

uses of elre are found in the two Cor., 41 in all, 27 of them 
in I Cor. Several of the letters have only one or two and there 
are none at all in Gal. of 9 pp. or in any of the Pastoral 
Epistles of 16 pp. Paul's use of wore is interesting. 

He uses it 4 times in Gal. of 9 pp., 6 times in Eph. of 9 pp., 
and only 3 times in Rom. of 26 pp., once in I Cor. of 24 pp., 
and not at all in II Cor. of 17 pp. Neither is it found in I 
Thess. nor in either letter to Timothy. Furthermore, wore does 
occur twice in the first chapter of Hebrews, both times, to be 
sure, in an interrogative sentence, but in neither case as an in- 
terrogative particle. The six occurrences of eira in enu- 
merations in Paul are all in I Cor. and I Tim. There is one 
eira in Hebrews, 12. 9, not in an enumeration of figures, but in 
an enumeration of arguments, with the meaning of 'further,' 
'yet again.' Ten of Paul's letters lack the combination 
ei 81 Kai, 9 do not have tlirtp, and 11 are without ektos tl p.fj. 
The 4 occurrences of elye are limited to 3 of his letters, and the 
10 occurrences of /t^Trws are confined to 4 letters, 5 of them 
being in II Cor. /itjketi is lacking in 8 letters, and ptvovvye 
is found only in Rom. and Phil. The statement of Ren- 
dall quoted by Dods shows that Paul is very fond of idv. 
he has used it 83 times, yet 4 of his letters do not use it at all, 
Phil. 6 pp., II Thess. 3 pp., Titus 3 pp., Philem. 1 p. Of 
his 83 examples, 40 are in I Cor., 17 in Rom., 7 in II Cor., 6 in 
Gal., 1 in Eph. Gal. and Eph. have 9 pp. each, and Rom. 
has 2 pp. more than I Cor. o6ev has already been dis- 
cussed, idvirep is used twice in Hebrews and nowhere 
else in the New Testament, just as ^evovvye mentioned above is 
found 3 times in Paul and nowhere else in the N. T. 

Continuing the study of particles, Mr. L. W. Harvison 
of our graduate class has found that of 28 possible words 
of this class, Paul has used 26, all but S8tv and kcutoi, the author 
of Hebrews has used 22, omitting apa ovv, Smirep, pAvroi, /terowye, 
ye, dpa. The average number of these particles to the p. is for 
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Hebrews 10.24, for Paul 12.79. Paul's percentages for his 
different letters range from 16.71 in I Cor. to 3.33 in Col. 
The usage of Hebrews is the same as Paul's in Phil., II Tim., 
and Philem., and practically the same as in I Tim. and I Thess. 
The average of Hebrews is higher than Paul's in II Thess., 
Eph., Titus, Col., and lower than the average in Eom., I and 
II Cor., and Gal., the most Pauline letters. In number of dif- 
ferent particles Hebrews leads with 22, Eom. has 20, I Cor. 19, 
II Cor. 16. Of the particles used by Hebrews and not by Paul, 
50ev has been discussed and kcu'toi occurs but once, in fact, only 
twice in all the New Testament. Of the particles used by Paul 
and not by Hebrews, apa oiv and pxvovvye have been disposed of ; 
Sioirtp occurs twice in I Cor. and nowhere else in Paul or the 
N. T. ; ixivroi is cited once for all Paul ; ye including all its com- 
binations is found 14 times in Paul, 5 of them being in Eom., 
none at all appearing in I and II Thess. or in the Pastoral Epis- 
tles; the interrogative apa occurs once in Paul. 

Now comparing the more common particles, we find in 
every case that Paul's average practice is nearer the practice of 
Hebrews than that of some of his own letters. Hebrews leads 
in the percentage occurrences of ydp 3.40 to 3.09, also in the 
combination nal ydp .24 to .15, and they are exactly parallel in 
the use of el ydp, .2 each. Of course Paul varies in the use of 
his combinations : 12 of his 19 nal ydp's occur in I and II Cor., 
and 11 of his 24 el ydp's are found in Eom. Several of his 
letters are without one or the other and 4 are without 
both. In the use of 8e Paul leads, 4.43 to 1.9. Hebrews, on 

the other hand, has a larger percentage of plv — 8e, .66 to .33, 
which might indicate better balance and finish on the part of 
Hebrews. Upon examination, however, we find that Paul's 
usage in I Cor., Phil., and II Tim. exactly parallels the usage 
in Hebrews, tho in 6 of his letters Paul does not use the com- 
bination at all. Paul has a slightly higher average in 
the use of ovv, .79 to .50. In the combination p*v ovv Heb. 
leads .14 to .05, but there again the average in Heb. just cor- 
responds to the average of Paul in I Cor. and is below Paul's 
average in Phil., .14 to .33. The adversative particle 
d\\d, likewise, is found more often in Paul than in Heb., 2.29 
to .76, or a difference in favor of Paul of 3 to 1. Yet even here, 
at least one of Paul's letters, Col., falls below Heb. with a per- 
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centage of .5. Even in the use of the balancing antithetic 
group, ov ftovov — dAAa k<u, Paul has a higher average than Heb., 
.23 to .05. However, in at least five of his letters, including I 
Cor., he does not use the combination at all. His inconsistency 
is shown from the fact that in Eom. of 26 pp. he uses this com- 
bination 11 times and not once in I Cor. of 24 pp. 8 to 
shows an average occurrence of .43 in Heb. and .22 in Paul, yet 
in II Cor., Eph., and Philem. Paul's averages are respectively 
.51, .55, and 1., greater in each case than that of Heb., while on 
the other hand, the particle is omitted from 5 of Paul's let- 
ters, re is found relatively more in Heb. than in Paul, 
but not a great deal in either. It is used freely in the N". T. 
only in Acts. The averages for re solitarium are Paul .04, Heb. 
.14; for re— re Paul .03, Heb. .095; for re— Ka i Paul .12, Heb. 
.62. Eight of Paul's letters do not use re at all, yet Eom. 
averages up well with Heb., re .08 to .14, re — re .11 to .095, 
t« — koi .42 to .62. The author of Eom. is very much more like 
the author of Heb. than he is like Paul in the other letters 
ascribed to him as far as re is concerned. All N. T. 
writers make scant use of Sr;. Paul and Hebrews have it once 
each. 

Any claims set up for the artistic superiority of Hebrews as 
compared with Paul are not well founded as far as particles 
are concerned, unless one picks out individual letters of Paul 
for each particle. The artistic skill should appear especially 
in the combinations of particles, but in every case Paul is equal 
to Hebrews in one or more of his letters, and in every case more 
consistent with Hebrews than epistle by epistle with himself. 

Peepositioks. 

Of the 32 prepositions and prepositional adverbs used in the 
N. T., Paul has 10 not found in Hebrews and Hebrews has 2 
not found in Paul. Most of those not found in both are prepo- 
sitional adverbs and occur from 1 to 4 times. The one excep- 
tion is <tvv which Paul uses 38 times and Hebrews not at all. 
avv is not common in the N. T., only Luke and Paul using it with 
any frequency. See Blass's Grammar, Thackeray's translation, 
p. 132, and Clark, Prepositions in N. T. Greek, p. 46. In keep- 
ing with the nature of this investigation, where do these 38 ow's 
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of Paul appear? They are distributed among 8 letters, not one 
being found in II Thess. or in the Pastoral Epistles. Gal. of 
9 pp. and Phil, of 6 pp. have as many examples each as Eom. 
of 26 pp., while Col. of 6 pp. has more than Eom. of 26 pp. and 
as many as I Cor. of 24 pp. and II Cor. of 17 pp. 

The other prepositions which have the greatest number of 
occurrences correspond very well in their averages in Paul and 
Hebrews, except the preposition iv. I write the percentage of 
Paul first each time: dim ,82: 1.09; Sid 2.2: 2.7; efe 3.28: 3.52 
«(!) 1.61: 1.; lizi .99: 1.4; Kard 1.43: 1.9; fierd .515: 1.09 
■xapd .29 : .48 ; mpi .375 : 1.09 ; irpos 1.11 : .86 ; Wep .765 : .48 
inro .58 : .43. Not only are these averages close, but the detailed 
averages for these prepositions with the several cases are equally 
close: Sid with gen. 1.39: 1.81, w. ace. .64: .81; im w. gen. .19: 
.34, w. dat. .38 : .48, w. ace. .38 : .57 ; Kard w. gen. .11 : .10, 
w. ace. 1.24: 1.62; /tero w. gen. .50: .67, w. ace. .03: .43; wapd 
w. gen. .09: 0, w. dat. .11: 0, w. ace. .11: .48; mpl w. gen. 
.39 : .95, w. ace. .055 : ; imp w. gen. .65 : .43, w. ace. .086 : . 048 ; 
vtto w. gen. .33 : .43, w. ace. .17 : 0. It does not seem necessary 
to analyze these figures for Paul's individual letters as has been 
done above. Suffice it to say that the same general conditions 
previously stated exist. 

Of course, it is well known, as Moulton has pointed out, Gram- 
mar of N. T. Greek, Vol. I 3 , p. 61, that " Greek is . . . marked 
... by the very free use of prepositions. This characteristic is 
most obviously intensified in Hellenistic, where we are perpet- 
ually finding prepositional phrases used to express relations 
which in classical Greek would have been adequately given by a 
case alone." In 1ST. T. Greek we find e« making wonderful in- 
roads into the territory of iv, and iv is making still greater 
inroads into the territory of ek and taking up other uses to 
which it was not the rightful heir. This intermixture is quite 
marked in narrative writers of the E". T., except Matt, and to 
some extent in John. " The epistles," says Blass, 1. c., p. 123 
(39. 3), " show at least in the local signification a correct dis- 
crimination between efe and iv." Blass does not distinguish here 
between the epistles of Paul and the Epistle to the Hebrews. 
The occurrences of e« in Paul and Hebrews are on an equal- 
ity as to number, 3.28 to 3.52, giving Hebrews a slight majority 
relatively. On the other hand, Paul used iv much more freely, 
5 



66 AMERICAN JOURNAL OF PHILOLOGY. 

7.36 to 3.05. Here then, where Paul used more than twice as 
many iv's to the page as Hebrews, how does he compare with 
himself ? His Gal. and Eph. have the same number of chapters 
and the same number of pp., yet the former has 41 occurrences 
of iv, the latter 119 ; Phil, and Col. likewise correspond as to the 
quantity of Greek, but the former has 63 iv's, the latter 89; 
both Phil, and Col. are distinctly shorter than Gal., but they 
have each more occurrences of iv. Phil. 63, Col. 89, Gal. 41. 
Every letter of Paul's has a higher percentage of iv's than He- 
brews, but there is quite a range between Gal. and Titus on the 
one hand with a percentage of 4.55 and Eph. with 13.22 and 
Col. with 14.83 on the other hand. 

One of Paul's pet phrases, ev Xpiorw 'Irjoov, which he uses 48 
times, helps to swell the number of iv's, and it may be urged 
that this phrase marks another ground of distinction between 
Paul and Heb. Passing over the fact of difference in subject- 
matter, or content, we find that Paul is not consistent with him- 
self. The expression is not found in II Cor. of 17 pp., nor in 
II Thess., nor in Titus, and there is marked variation in his 
other letters, some of the shorter ones using the expression more 
often than the longer ones. 

In regard to the uses of the dat. with iv in other than simple 
local meanings, Paul has 12 such instances in Eom. of 26 pp., 
and Heb. of 21 pp. has 11. Thus Paul in Eom. is nearer Heb. 
in this respect than he is to any of his other letters. 

It would seem, then, as far as prepositions are concerned, even 
including <rvv and iv, that Paul, the writer of some epistles, 
could have written Hebrews just as well as he could have written 
other epistles assigned to him. In the use of every preposition 
Paul differs with himself as much as he differs with Hebrews. 

The Article with Proper Names. 

In his Master's thesis on The Article with Proper Names in 
N. T. Greek, Mr. E. W. McLaurin says : " Paul and the author of 
Hebrews use the anarthrous construction exclusively with inde- 
clinable place-names." In the same authors " declinable place- 
names also omit the article more frequently than they have it, 
except in I. Thess., where the articular construction prevails in 
the proportion of 5 to 2." For Hebrews "The ratio of the 
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anarthrous to the articular in declinable place-names is 3 to 2." 
" Paul uses 10 anarthrous declinable place-names and no declin- 
able place-names with the article in II Tim., whereas the ratio 
in I Thess. is 2 to 5, ... . with books all the varying distances 
between. . . . Hebrews would have about the same ratio as II 
Cor. or Gal.," and that is about Paul's average. 

"With indeclinable personal names in Paul's epistles, some- 
times the articular and sometimes the anarthrous construction 
occurs more frequently. Hebrews prefers the anarthrous con- 
struction 33 to 4." Hebrews has a greater proportion of anar- 
throus occurrences than Eom., I Cor., Gal. and Eph., but a 
smaller proportion than II Cor., Phil., and II Tim. "With 
declinable personal names, Paul more often uses the anarthrous 
construction, usually showing a decided preference for that con- 
struction. But Eph. is an equally strong exception where the 
articular construction prevails 22 to 7. Hebrews shows a prefer- 
ence of 22 to 8 for the anarthrous construction." 

The results regarding double names are relatively the same. 

Articular Infinitive. 

I shall let Mr. Sam L. Joekel, The Articular Infinitive in N. 
T. Greek (Un. Tex. Master's Thesis), state his own conclusions 
on the question of the articular infinitive : " A comparison be- 
tween the figures of Paul's epistles and those for Hebrews show3 
some interesting coincidences. The general averages for Paul 
and Hebrews are two of the highest in the N. T., Hebrews 
leading with an average of 1.09. Paul's average is .89." " The 
averages in Phil, and the two Thess. far exceed that of the other 
epistles of Paul, as they do that of Hebrews. On the other 
hand, nearly all the rest of Paul's epistles fall far below the 
average of Hebrews, and the Pastorals and Col. show no examples 
whatever." "With regard to individual constructions, the nom. 
and the ace, both with and without the preposition, lead in both 
Paul and Hebrews." 

These conclusions are borne out by the following summary of 
figures worked out by Mr. Joekel : 



I Cor. 


2 


II Cor. 


3 


Gal. 


3 


Bph. 





Phil. 


3 


I Thess. 





H Thess. 





Col. & ; 


1° 


Pastorals ( 



5 





.62 


9 


1 


.94 








.62 








.33 


11 





2.66 


4 





2.10 








2.00 
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Gen. Ace. & prep. Dat. &prep. Norn. & ace. Dat. Average 

Rom. 9 16 2 5 1.24 

7 1 

4 

1 1 
3 

2 
7 
6 



Heb. 5 9 4 3 1.09 

Conditions. 

An examination of conditional sentences as worked out by 
Mr. John Barrow, of the Seminar in Greek N. T., yields similar 
results. Paul uses simple conditions more freely than the author 
of Hebrews, 1.18 to the page as against .38 for Heb., but he is 
wholly inconsistent in his several letters; 83 of his 151 examples 
are in Eom. and I Cor., which constitute considerably less than 
half of his corpus, while Eph. of 9 pp. has no simple condition, 
and Gal., which is of the same length, uses this form 15 times. 
tl with the pres. ind. is the most generally used form of this 
condition in both Paul and Heb. Paul, however, uses tl with 

pres. ind. 27 times in I Cor. of 24 pp. and only 12 times in 
Eom. of 26 pp. Heb. has as much variety in simple condi- 

tions as any of Paul's letters except Eom. and has about the same 
average as all the letters other than Eom., I and II Cor., 
and Gal. 

The general proportion of apodosis for the simple condition 
is about the same as for the protasis, 1.13 to .38, the distribution 
and variety being about the same. Likewise the forms of 
apodosis that prevail in Paul, the pres. ind., fut. ind., and verb 
omitted, prevail also in Heb. The imperative, which Paul uses 
fairly frequently, does not occur in Heb. It is also lacking in 
5 of Paul's letters, and is used only once in Eom. of 26 pp. and 
II Cor. of 17 pp., while I Cor. of 24 pp. has it 14 times and 
I Tim. of 7 pp. has it 5 times. 

Paul uses the pres. gen. conditions a little more freely than 
Heb., .44 to .24, but here again most of the examples, 47 of the 
61, are in Eom. and I Cor. II Cor. has one more than Heb. ; 
Gal., I Thess., I Tim. have only one each, while Eph., Phil., 
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II Thess., Titus, and Philem. have none. Of the 5 uses by 
Heb. 4 are not found in Paul, but the 8 different forms used in 
1 each of Paul's letters are not found elsewhere in him or in Heb. 
The same conditions prevail in the apodosis. The situation is 
reversed in the unreal conditions, Heb. having a larger propor- 
tion, .24 to .07. Paul uses this condition in only 3 of his 
letters. Eom., the longest of his letters, has 1 occurrence; 

Gal., about one-third as long, has 3; and I Cor. of 24 pp. has 
just as many as Heb. of 21 pp. The prevailing form in both 
Paul and Heb. is el with the impf. The apodosis follows the 
same lines. 

In the future more vivid condition Paul again has a larger 
proportion, .33 to .14. Of his 43 occurrences 29 are in Eom. 
and I Cor. This condition is entirely lacking in Phil., Titus, 
and Philem. There is one in Eph., a doubtful one in I Thess., 
and 2 in II Cor. of 17 pp. as compared with 3 in Heb. of 
21 pp. Heb. has one form, edvrrep with pres. sub., which is 
not used by Paul, and Paul has at least 5 forms in as many 
letters that are not used elsewhere by him or by Heb. The 
apodosis needs no additional comment. 

In general, it is perfectly fair to say that Paul makes larger 
use of conditions than the writer of Heb., except in the case of 
the unreal condition, but it is also fair to remark that his higher 
average is caused by a few of his letters, whereas the majority of 
them are nearer the average of Heb., and in every case there are 
letters of Paul that correspond better with Heb. than with Paul. 

Hiatus. 

Eeference must be made to one of Blass's strongest points. 
In his grammar, p. 296 of Thackeray's translation, he says: 
" The Epistle to the Hebrews is the only piece of writing in the 
N. T., which in structure of sentence and style shows the care 
and dexterity of an artistic writer, and so it cannot be wondered 
at, if it is in this work alone that the principle of avoiding 
hiatus, is, to some extent, taken into account." Among other 
cases in which Blass claims that hiatus is studiously avoided 
fiij, <5to, and the possible forms of the article and the relative are 
mentioned. 1 

1 These are sufficient for illustration. I count all Hebrews, including 
quotations and chapter 13, both of which Blass has omitted. 
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Paul uses /«; more frequently than Hebrews, 2.19 to the page 
to 1.33. Paul's use runs as high as 4 to the page in Titus, more 
than 3 to the p. in II Thess., and nearly 3 to the p. in I Tim. 
and I Cor. His low average, about one-half that of Hebrews, 
is .66 in Phil, and .6 in II Tim., and in the one p. of Philem. 
Now note the relative percentages in Paul and Hebrews between 
the total number of /«j's and faj with hiatus. Of Paul's 267 
occurrences 113 show hiatus; of Hebrews' 28, 9 show hiatus, a 
relative percentage of .42 to .32, a difference of .1. Paul's 
highest percentage of /«j's showing hiatus as compared with the 
total is .66 found in II Tim. Five of his letters have .5 or .5 
plus, four have .4 or .4 plus, while II Cor. has .32 — exactly the 
percentage of Hebrews — and Gal. has only .25, these last two 
being among the most Pauline of Paul's works. The page pro- 
portions also are interesting. Paul's percentage of pj's showing 
hiatus is .92 to the p., Hebrews .43. Comparing Paul's works, 
his highest percentage is 1.66 in II Thess. and Titus. Gal. has 
practically the same as Hebrews, .44 to .43, II Tim. is just 
below with .4, and Phil, goes down to .33. From the foregoing 
it appears that Paul uses \a) more frequently than Hebrews in 
the proportion of 2.19 per page to 1.33; his percentage of all 
ixrj's to iicrj with hiatus is .42 to .32 in Hebrews; his page 
percentage of hiatus jxrj is better than that of Hebrews, .92 to .43 : 
but in every case he is more at variance with himself than 
he is with Hebrews both in his extremes and in his general 
averages. Can we, therefore, justly claim more artistic work on 
the part of the author of Hebrews in the avoidance of hiatus 
with pi) than for Paul in some of his works, notably Gal., 
II Tim., and Phil.? 

In the case of Sv6, Paul's numbers are proportionally lower, 
.14 to .43. In the proportion between the totals of Sv6 and those 
showing hiatus, Paul and Heb. are practically parallel, .4 to .33, 
but Paul's average to the page is less than that of Heb., .09 to .14. 
In 5 of Paul's letters 8u6 does not occur. In two it occurs once 
each and in one twice : in none of these four is there hiatus. In 
some of the remaining letters the page percentage of hiatus 
avoidance is below that of Heb.: Gal., .11 to .14, Eom. .077 to 
.14, I Cor. .04 to .14. The proportion of hiatus occurrences to 
the total occurrences is slightly higher in Gal. and in I Cor. and 
II Cor. In Eph. it is .4 to Heb. .33, in Eom. it is just .33. 



PAUL'S EPISTLES AND HEBREWS. 71 

The forms of the article and of the relative taken into account 
in hiatus are : 6, fj, to, tov, t<3, rfj, ol, al, rd, o, %, ol, at, a, ov, <5, g. 
Blass has found 52 cases of hiatus with these forms in those 
portions of Heb. which he has counted, just 4 to the page. The 
average to the page for Paul, exclusive of Bom. and I Cor., 
which I have not counted, is 5.97. Paul's highest average is in 
the little one-page Philem., which has 11 cases of hiatus ; the 
next highest is Col., 8.33, then II Thess. 8, and so on down to 
Titus, 4.33, just above the average of Heb., and finally I Tim. 
with only 2.59. Here Paul is nearly as far below Heb. as Heb. 
is below Paul's average, 3 to the page below his own average, 
and more than 8 to the page below his maximum in Philem. 
Whatever the cause, Paul has avoided hiatus with forms of the 
article and relative more than Hebrews in at least one of his 
letters, I Tim. It is not impossible to believe that he might 
have been equally successful in Hebrews. 2 

I cannot contend that either the author of Hebrews or Paul 
studiously avoided hiatus, tho one gets that feeling for both 
at times when looking for examples of its occurrence. There are 
many considerations that enter in as determining factors, e. g., 
the use or omission of the article, the use of prepositional phrases, 
such as iv with the dative, or «« with the accusative, between 
the article and the noun, and strikingly the occurrence of certain 
words beginning with vowels which are demanded by the subject- 
matter of the letter. One illustration of this point will suffice. 
Becall from the early part of this paper that evayyekiov does not 
occur in Hebrews. It occurs as many as 9 times in some of 
Paul's letters. He does not use it in Titus and only once in 
I Tim., the two works nearest Hebrews in the use of hiatus. 

I have the temerity to present these facts and figures and 
express these views in the face of Westcott's statement, Intro- 
duction, p. lxxviii, that "the Epistle cannot be the work of 
St. Paul"; of the statement of Dods in the Expositor's text, 
Vol. 4, p. 224, " the bare reading of the Epistle suffices to con- 
vince us that the Pauline authorship may be set aside as incred- 
ible"; of the equally positive statement of Peake in his In- 
troduction, p. 28, "nothing is so certain with respect to the 

' Blass has made other counts for hiatus which may be passed over 
for the present. 
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authorship as a negative conclusion that it was not written by 
Paul"; and of many other similar statements by excellent 
scholars. After Dods has given an excellent resume of the 
differences between Paul and Hebrews, he says, in a footnote, 
quoting from Eendall's Theology: "Diversity of style is more 
easily felt by the reader than expressed by the critic, without at 
least a tedious analysis of language; one simple and tangible 
test presents itself, however, in the use of connecting particles, 
inasmuch as these determine the structure of sentences." He 
then gives that array of particles which I gave earlier in the 
paper and which I tried to dispose of by the double comparison 
of Paul with Hebrews and Paul with Paul. 

There are a great many other problems requiring investiga- 
tion — some of which have been mentioned — before we can claim 
with positiveness that it was not impossible for Paul to have 
written Hebrews. When that conclusion has been reached, it 
will be time to begin a constructive attempt to sift the evidence 
and establish the fact of the Pauline authorship of Hebrews. 

Dakiel A. Penick. 

Uxiversity of Texas. 



